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Dear Harold, 

Enclosed are the following items : 2 carbons of letters to Rothermel and also 

a carbon of a letter for the Martinsburg file , . SThe Bevel interview . The Bevel 
interview is mine and I need it back since I want to make a slide of it, or Dart 
of it. F 

Did you ever get that stuff on King from Matt. I knew you got part of it. Orig- 
inally, I was promised copies of it (at my expense) by both Matt and Chris, since 1° 
was very much interested in it and would have gone myself (Vince called and offered 
to pay) had I not been swamped with work. 

Since I will be going to Cornell on the 15th, I would greatly appreciate a loan 
of Coup D ’ Etat during the period from the 15th until the 21st. I hope to be Meeting 
with Harry Edwards up there, and some other influential blacks. I can’t promise any- 
thing, but as always, I will try to dig up money for the book. Harry is the only big 
black radical I know , and there will be others there who are friends of my old Cornell 
girlfriend. 

I will try to get the Goulden stuff from Vince — I expect him to call sanetime 

soon. 


On the Z film and Fred, there is no way Fred can make an appendix of exhibits 
so that experts can check his work unless he can borrow the film. The presence or 
absence of splices is easy to settle empirically. In terms of the numbering of the 
frames, the Z film out there is the same as the voiliumes and Archives, and ostensibly 
the same as LIFE. ^If the latter isn’t true, than Life 8 the FBI conspired to defraud 
the Warren Commission and public. The problem which currently confronts Fred is that 
he can’t have his work checked or even check it himself unless he can borrow the film 
and make . copies of the spiced areas . Fred does not plan public use for a long time , 
even if it pans out. He first wants experts who will attach their names to it. (A 
number have on the 13 3A and B work.) Then he wants to circulate it among the critics 
for ideas, criticism, and suggestions. He is very down to earth and thinking clearly 
about this , and is new much calmer , rational , and aware of the potential danger of 
planted stuff than ever before. Daring the period which I have known him, he has 
changed a great deal in that direction. The typed version has-been checked by Ray and 
Lif ton who were both trying to shoot it down , by myself and Vince , and a few others . 

Due to. my forgetfulness, Vince still has my copy and should be mailing it back. When 
it arrives I will# xerox you a copy. Bear in mind that Fred’s finding is 100% consistent 
with something we have all observed in those two spots in the Z film in the Archives, 
and which you took care to point out when Chris , Vince , you , and I were in the Archives . 

On the Willis stuff, Fred has a set of 75 slides. It is thorough and well reasoned. 
He uses for comparison to Willis 5, Betzner, Cancellare, Bond, etc. He also utilizes 
the. Nix film analysis by Itek, which verifies everything, plus extensive plat maps and 
aerial views. What is involved is just what you once pointed out to me and I agreed 
with and said that I had noticed, but hot known what it meant. The brushing of a railroad 
car, which is behind the pergola, off of the slide. In the process then distorted the 
shape 6f the pergola, and also brushed off enough of the tree to show. The latter is not 


a crucial point. All other photos but Willis g show the §MM train. By the way, Sprague 
went to great lengths to convince Fred that the only train was the one weveral hundred 
feet back in the yard, but Fred can prove, I think conclusively, that there was also one 
behind the pergola on that second siding. It is behind the depository in an aerial view 
done that afternoon. Fred has no memo on it yet, only instruetions to use with the slides, 
which mean nothing without the slides . If you want to see the slides , I may be able to 
lend them to you sometime, although bear in mind that I will be needing them for my class 
on the assassination. 

On Mark and Boxley : The last time Mark was in Minneapolis , sometime early in the 

Fall of 1968, I brought up the question of Boxley and our suspicions, voiced as my own. 

Mark said that if Boxley were an agent , it was too late to prevent him from doing harm 
to the investigation, because he was doing very sensative work. He didn’t argue that 
he wasn’t, but only that it was too late to do anything about him, M<3 rather than suggest# 
ing that it might be wise to look into the reasons for the suspicion. It sounded like 
the ostrich burying its head in the sand. What is unfortunate here is that although 
removing Boxley at that time couldn’t recoup the loss, it could have prevented the danger 
of the press conference of Nov , 22 . Bjr the way , I asked Mark some pointdd questions 
about Gurvich when he was here in the Spring of 1967 (the appearances I arranged) on the 
basis of Mark’s bragging about M# Gurvich 's ability to find Gordon Novel in one day. I 
asked about Gurvich ’s background and whether his investigative talents weren’t a bit goo 
good to be true. Last fall I also asked about Bethell and all of the new directions of 
work (Bradley, Srisman) . 

I sent Bud a pointed letter suggesting that if the committee can’t do the simple 
job of getting Ray a lawyer, then it would be hard to justify its existence. Getting 
Ray a good lawyer , in my mind, is more important that all of the press releases and 
pretences at investigation. Bud’s excuse just doesn’t wash with me. 

On 544 I wanted those pictures you had when you were in Minneapolis of the inter- 
section, showing the building and street signs. I can have them copied and return 
them. 

On the Thomley thing, I did bring it back to MLPS with me last summer, but mailed 
it to you sometime with in the past two months because you had need of it. 

Could you ask Bud to send me things which would be useful with Shaw. Since you know 

what they are, you could help avoid confusion. I agree that it is doubtful that I can 
learn much, but you never know until you try. 

I am more and more sure that Sylvia is bad business. She has many times given me 
indications that she gets inside information from people. She is quite clever, and knows 
enough to try to convince you that she knows about something, ,so as to get you to elabor- 
ate on it. I haven’t been writing to her for some time, because she hasn’t written me, 
but am disgusted with her anyway. When I speak with her I feel that I have to exercise 
the same type of caution one does with someone on the other side. The same goes for Lifton, 
but Sylvia, despite my respect for her knowledge of the case, bothers me more, perhaps be- 
cause she is so sure about all of her theories about things of which she has so little info. 

. Jaffe tells me that a Justice Dept source (not necessarily his father), in complete 

confidence, told him that the FBI covered up in# the assassination case to cover its own 
failures. I told him that we had guessecflM that long ago. 

Your question about the ’’destruction and burning” was lost on me. To what fttMM 
were you refering. It may be something you have Written me about which I missed somewhere . 

I still haven’t read all of the enclosures from your letters from the past several months, 
although I have sorted them and am through almost all of them now. Many of them came 
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During tunes of maximum problems and work for me , so I was on$y able to Fiance at them 
In any event I would be quite interested in what it is. I very rSeiy faS about e^ 

rspS\rother°critic thin ? S T ^ t0 3117006 ’ since 1 never have occasion to. 

ther pities only of ongoing work— generally of Fred's or stuff of that 

arS fe " people ’ if 307 ’ except Paul, who I write to who woSd u^deSSnd 
^ __ a P p re date any of your work , discoveries , or analysis . Many of your discoveries 

WstiSti^r^ 1 ’ bU - imp0rtant ° nly in the conte5rt of ® analysis of the government's 
mean ■* aS pieeas ln a puzzle .. For instance, Burkley’s initials on theautoDsv 

hivh Un ?' ess one understands the autopsy and the serious questions it raises of P Y ’ 

SfL acce^ • S °’ if 1 haVe fail6d t0 notice something in one of yoS St?frs 

£ sSsS-'T i" yOUr J ette ; 0f ? /30 «> the "bLinfSi^sSction 

Sylvia Sing T f -?. 7 ° U refe ^ d to ao 7 ° ur let ter of 3/2 ;9 in the context of 

Panel , I do not know 'of Tf *. s ? eco ; al sess } on of the atrtopsy surgeons or the Clark 

m Q _j_ • _ • If it is the session about LHO as an agent which vmi 

ne o me, didn't know that you could prove that there had been’such a session. 

the c£e haVe tlJne - So much is g° in S on now with 

testimony a/th P that ^ ha ?? f ° r me t0 keep up with ^ psychiatric 

iS L r ^ k 356 1S . lncredlbl7 bad - ^ they did with Ruby and Oswald 

lust as bad. I will be putting together my thoughts on that soon. 

affaire^anf^o^ schedule will be light, but I will be more involved in community 
forTfc^fa -.* ne ! rip t0 Con ? e11 wil1 take quite a bit of time, but will mSe up 

psychologists for socialVth ^h^h^i ? V We haV ? a new1 ^ organized chapter of 
a ? 1 n whlGh Wl11 be studying police and military tactics 

S3 wS wS doing many other things. I will be doing some hypnosis research 

S tSS tecSinuesr^ dlst ^ bad . 3 7ear ° ld & 1 * plus taking seme course work 
somethin^whinh r ,?Y? ** Wa may be doing some de -sensitizing of cops to foul language 
called systematic ^ SUm>eV ' through a theraputic method " ’ 

Give my regards to your wife. 



PS: added enclosures include-a letter to lx* Ivon it (You have' copies of what I sent 

hijn I sent it on$y because I had made 
copies for them which were lying around , and 
^ _ they will complete the files) 

lette?L addit£ a to 6 ih gi ^ v you some info on KT, a carbon of a Rothemel 

addl ti 0 n to the Martmsburg file which should interest you, and an archives 

p 2S “ S ttar SSking ^ OUt the pa ^ e discrepancies in the BettJ 

rarent report , which is m the Bertsand file ) y 


